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the Rules Committee today is—a lot of 
seniors tell me, they come up to me 
and say they are worried about the fact 
that Medicare may become insolvent 
and there wouldn’t be enough money in 
the trust fund to pay for it. The bottom 
line is that the health care reform bill 
extends the judgment day, if you will, 
when the solvency problem becomes an 
issue much further. And if you have 
the repeal, the solvency problem hits 
us 6 years from now, in 2017, from what 
I understand. 

So another problem with repeal is 
not only does it increase the deficit, 
but it also is only 6 years from now 
that we would have to deal with this 
Medicare solvency problem. And what 
is that going to mean? That is going to 
mean probably cutbacks in benefits for 
senior citizens. Because if you don’t 
have the money, you are going to have 
to cut back on the benefits. It is amaz-
ing to me how they can continue to 
talk about this repeal. 

The other thing they keep saying on 
the other side of the aisle, the Repub-
licans say, well, the reason we want 
the repeal is because this health care 
reform is killing jobs. Nothing could be 
further from the truth. 
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The fact of the matter is that under 

this health care reform because the 
cost of health care premiums for em-
ployers will be significantly reduced, 
they will be able to hire more people. 
Part of the problem that we have with 
competition with other countries, you 
mentioned all these other countries, all 
these other industrial countries that 
have free health care, universal health 
care. That means that the employers 
don’t carry the burden of that. So when 
they hire someone if the government is 
paying for it, they don’t have to worry 
about that for their employees nec-
essarily. If the cost of premiums go 
down, then the costs of hiring some-
body goes down in the United States. 

In addition to that, there are all 
kinds of jobs created in the health care 
professions because, as everyone gets 
covered and everybody needs a primary 
care doctor, you’re going to need more 
doctors, more nurses, more health 
aides because people will get that kind 
of preventative care. So there are jobs 
created with the preventative care in 
handling people, to make sure they 
stay healthy or they stay well. 

It is unbelievable to me when they 
talk about repeal. What the Repub-
licans should be doing is spending the 
first few days of this session talking 
about how to improve the economy and 
create jobs, not repealing health care. I 
think the American people have moved 
on. They don’t want to hear this. They 
want to know what this Congress is 
going to do to create jobs and improve 
the economy. We’ve already dealt with 
the health care issue and they want us 
to move on. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. We have about, 
maybe 3 minutes, 4 minutes, and I am 
going to turn now to the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN). 

Mr. COHEN. I just wanted to add one 
thing. Thank you. 

The gentleman from New Jersey 
brought up an issue, and he said that it 
was not true that it was costing jobs. 
There is some respected group, I think 
it’s called FactCheck. They were on na-
tional news giving the biggest lies told 
in politics in the last year. The number 
one biggest lie—this independent 
group—was the Republican mantra of 
government run or government man-
dated health care. It’s just a fact. 
That’s the biggest lie told the Amer-
ican public. And it came from the lead-
ers on the other side, it came from 
these halls where they are immune 
from defamation suits. Because it’s not 
government run health care. It’s un-
heard of, unfathomable, that the other 
side would use the fact that they’re im-
mune from prosecution in any other ju-
risdiction or court for words that 
aren’t true to do that and in politics to 
say it was government run health care, 
the biggest lie of 2010, and it comes to 
the floor next week. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. We are going to 
wrap this one up. I see the gentleman 
from Kentucky is here and he will 
probably carry on with health insur-
ance. Maybe a couple of us will be 
asked to join him. 

We have really today focused on a 
broad range of issues: The patients’ bill 
of rights; the way in which the repeal 
would harm individuals who have pre-
existing conditions; young children 
from infancy; the 23- to 26-year-old cov-
erage. 

We also discussed a little bit about 
how this affects business and, of 
course, we went into some detail about 
senior citizens. All of these are criti-
cally important issues. We will be dis-
cussing these in the days ahead. I do 
hope the American public will really 
pay attention, because this next week, 
particularly as we move towards 
Wednesday, is going to be absolutely 
critical to the American people. It’s a 
question about will all of us in America 
be able to get health care coverage 
that is affordable and provides us with 
the opportunity to have the health 
care that we need. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WEBSTER). Members are reminded that 
remarks in debate are properly ad-
dressed to the Chair rather than any 
perceived television viewing audience. 
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HEALTH CARE DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 5, 2011, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. I can tell you that I am 
pleased to address you, Mr. Speaker, 
here on the floor of the United States 

House of Representatives and welcome 
you to this great deliberative body 
which becomes instantly far more de-
liberative than it has been over the 
last 4 years. This is part of it. 

As I deliberate and I listened to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, I have to 
make the point that when you chal-
lenge the mendacity of the leader, or 
another Member, there is an oppor-
tunity to rise to a point of order, there 
is an opportunity to make a motion to 
take the gentleman’s words down. 
However, many of the Members are off 
in other endeavors. I would make the 
point that the leader and the Speaker 
have established their integrity and 
their mendacity for years in this Con-
gress, and I don’t believe it can be ef-
fectively challenged, and those who do 
so actually cast aspersions on them-
selves for making wild accusations. 

I came to this floor, though, Mr. 
Speaker, to talk about the weather, 
and as I listened to the speeches that 
have gone on before in this previous 
half-hour or hour, it actually changed 
the subject for me. I think there are 
many things that need to be brought 
out and clarified, given this, that we 
have debated this health care bill. We 
debated this health care bill for, oh, 
close to a year. It was announced in 
Rules Committee earlier today that 
there were, I believe they said, 100 
hours of markup in committee. Well, it 
wasn’t the bill that passed. It was 100 
hours of debate and markup on a dif-
ferent bill. They switched bills at the 
end. That’s a matter of public record 
and fact, also. 

But the American public understands 
what happened. They understand that 
the Speaker of the House said, We have 
to pass the bill—meaning ObamaCare, 
Mr. Speaker—in order to find out 
what’s in it. When that bill was passed, 
to set the record also straight, I don’t 
think there is another time in the his-
tory of this Congress that there was a 
bill of this magnitude—in fact I’m cer-
tain there is not—that passed the 
House of Representatives without the 
majority support of the House of Rep-
resentatives for the bill that was before 
us. 

It is a fact of record, it’s a fact of 
judgment, it’s a fact of history, that 
there had to be conditions that were 
attached in order to achieve the votes 
necessary to squeak that bill by and 
pass ObamaCare here in the House on 
that day last March. If people forget, 
Mr. Speaker, what I’m talking about, 
it’s this: Remember, there was a switch 
on the bill. The bill that was marked 
up in committee is not the bill that 
came to the floor, not the bill that had 
hearings on it and had markup. But 
there were also conditions. We should 
remember there were the Stupak 
Dozen, the Stupak Dozen who said we 
insist that there be an amendment 
brought forward that will protect so 
that the language that’s in the bill 
doesn’t fund abortion through a Fed-
eral mandate. They held out on that to 
get that vote. Little did I know up 
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